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8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Examiner acl^nowledges receipt of amendments/arguments filed 03/09/09. In 
response to the new grounds of rejection under 35 U.S.C. 101 presented in the 
Examiner's Answer of January 8, 2009, Applicant has respectfully requested that 
prosecution be re-opened on such grounds. As such, the arguments set forth are 
addressed herein below. Claims 1-14 remain pending and Claims 6-14 are currently 
amended. 

Specification 

The amendment filed 2/13/07 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) because it 
introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no amendment 
shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added material 
which is not supported by the original disclosure is as follows: the newly amended 
terminology "composition ratio or ratios" is completely different in scope regarding the 
previously disclosed "composition rate or rates". The phrase "composition rates" is 
interpreted as changes in composition. The phrase "composition ratio" is interpreted as 
the relation or comparison between compositions. In regards to, 

"the display control section 34 can generate composition (blended) image data of the 
first pattern image data and the second pattern image data blended according to a 
positional relationship between the first model and the second model, and image 
composition rate setting, and display this composite image." 
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Examiner interprets "tlie display control section 34 can generate composite (blended) 
image data of the first pattern image data and the second pattern image data blended 
according to a positional relationship between the first model and the second model," as 
defining a ratio between two images or a first pattern image data to a second image 
data. However by adding "and image composition rate setting, and display this 
composite image" defines "image composition rate" as something completely different 
from the positional ratio image e.g. the image composition rate is different from the 
blended image generated from the positional ratio. Thus, Applicant has failed to provide 
sufficient evidence that the amended material is supported within the specification. 
Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 
Drawings 

The drawings received on 2/13/07 are unacceptable for the reasons as noted 
above in regards to "composition ratio" e.g. contains new subject matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall contain a written description of tlie invention, and of tlie manner and process of 
mailing and using it, in sucli full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The newly amended terminology "composition 
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ratio or ratios" is completely different in scope regarding the previously disclosed 
"composition rate or rates". The phrase "composition rates" is interpreted as changes in 
composition. The phrase "composition ratio" is interpreted as the relation or comparison 
between compositions. In regards to, 

"the display control section 34 can generate composition (blended) image data of the 
first pattern image data and the second pattern image data blended according to a 
positional relationship between the first model and the second model, and image 
composition rate setting, and display this composite image." 

Examiner interprets "the display control section 34 can generate composite 
(blended) image data of the first pattern image data and the second pattern image data 
blended according to a positional relationship between the first model and the second 
model," as defining a ratio between two images or a first pattern image data to a second 
image data. However by adding "and image composition rate setting, and display this 
composite image" defines "image composition rate" as something completely different 
from the positional ratio image e.g. the image composition rate is different from the 
blended image generated from the positional ratio. Thus, Applicant has failed to provide 
sufficient evidence that the amended material is supported within the specification and 
is therefore, interpreted as new matter. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 03/09/09 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. In response to the amendments with respect to claims 6-14 and Applicant's 
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request to re-open prosecution tine Examiner lias respectfully re-open prosecution and 
withdrawn the 35 U.S.C. 101 rejection. However, the above rejection is maintained. 

Appellant respectfully argues that Examiner misinterprets the below passage and 
for purposes of clarification Examiner explains the following: 
In regards to: 

"In this way, the display control section 34 can generate composite (blended) 
image data of the first pattern image data and the second pattern image data 
blended according to a positional relationship between the first model and the 
second model, and image composition rate setting, and display this composite 
Image." 

The composite image data is based on a first pattern image data and the second 
pattern image data according to a positional relationship between the first model and 
the second model, and image composition rate setting. This is interpreted as two 
important variables, a positional relationship between the first model and the second 
model and an image composition rate setting, which indicates that the image 
composition rate setting in different in scope with comparison to the positional 
relationship between a first and second model. Even in this regards the positional 
relationship might signify a positional ratio not an image ratio, but clearly illustrates the 
image composition rate setting as something different to a positional relationship and/or 
maybe positional ratio. Accordingly at least in this regards the above passage fails to 
convey to one of ordinary skill in the art an image composition ratio. 
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Examiner stated in the Advisory Action of October 25, 2007 that "the applicant 
attempted to overcome the prior art of record by changing the limitation "rate" to "ratio", 
making it clear that the terminology changes the invention and/or scope." Appellant 
argues that the appellant did not rely on this change in traversing any portion of the prior 
art of record. Examiner respectfully disagrees, due to the following arguments 
submitted by the Appellant February 13, 2007: 
Iwase: 

"Regarding the Iwase reference, Iwase appears to show an "image rendering unit 
that arranges models or polygons of image data stored as texture information, for 
purposes of texture mapping within a three dimensional space," as alleged by the 
Examiner; however, the cited portions of Iwase fail to disclose "generating a 
composite image composed of a plurality of image data based on the image 
composition ratios, and displaying the composite Image on the surface of a 
substantially planar game field," as required by amended claim 1 . In other words, 
the cited portions of Iwase only disclose the rendering of a whole scene, whereas 
claim 1 requires composing image data, based on image composition ratios, 
to produce a composite image." 

"Because Iwase, thus, fails to anticipate amended claim 1, Applicant 
respectfully requests that the Examiner withdraw this rejection of independent 
claim 1 and its dependent claims 2 and 3. Moreover, because claims 4 and 5 
recite features analogous to those of claim 1 , Applicant submits that claims 4 and 
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5 are also patentable over Iwase at least for reasons analogous to those 
presented above." 

When referring to the above, the Appellant clearly states that the amended 
claims overcome the prior art of record due to the amendments, because the prior art of 
record fails to incorporate image data based on "image composition ratios". 
Yamazaki: 

"Although Yamazaki appears to show processing of texture data to be mapped to 
polygons, and processing of color and luminance data of the textures, Yamazaki 
does not appear to disclose anywhere that such a texture is a "composite image" 
which is "composed of a plurality of image data based on... image composition 
ratios," as required by amended claim 1 ." 

"Thus, Yamazaki also fails to anticipate amended claim 1 . Applicant, therefore, 
respectfully requests that the Examiner withdraw this rejection of Independent 
claim 1 and its dependent claims 2 and 3. Moreover, because claims 4 and 5 
recite features analogous to those of claim 1 , Applicant submits that claims 4 and 
5 are also patentable over Yamazaki at least for reasons analogous to those 
presented above." 

Although the texture image data is a composite image, Appellant clearly states 
the that Yamazaki fails to discloses a composite image based on at least image 
composition ratios, which is required by the amended claims. 
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At least based on the above it is cleared that appellant attempted to overcome 
the prior art of record by changing the limitation "rate" to "ratio", making it clear that the 
terminology changes the invention and/or scope. 

In conclusion, Examiner respectfully contends that appellant fails to satisfy the 
written description requirement due to the fact that there is no excerpt clearly defining a 
image composition "ratio". Furthermore, Examiner discloses Iwase (US 5,616,079) and 
Yamazaki (US 6,280,323) as particularly pertinent to the appellant's invention, but was 
overcome due to the amended claims particularly "composition ratios". It is duly noted, 
that if appellant intended one of ordinary skill in the art to acknowledge "composition 
rate" and "composition ratio" to have the same intended meaning the amendment to the 
specification and claims would not be unnecessary, but by amending and arguing that 
the prior art of record failed to disclose a "composition ratio" signifies that the intend 
meaning and/or terminology in context to one of ordinary skill is different than that of a 
"composition rate". 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TRAMAR HARPER whose telephone number is 
(571)272-6177. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter Vo can be reached on (571 ) 272-4690. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ronald Laneau/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3714 
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